Approved For Release 2005/01/12 : CIA-RDP88-01315R000400360046-2 


THE WASHINGTON POST 
Article appeared 27 July 1979 

on page A-19 

HowJoTui Evans oTid Edberf Novak 

A reading of the fei8 print la the TyfaatIaB<aheataa r5afe g ta r ti f*of S 
S.^T n treaty after it "went to the Sea* assurance “that no missilea larger than 
ata has revealed, to the horror of 3ttp» the heaviest liglrt misale that now aiista 
portm of the anBKMntrtA pact, an tna* canl»sahstituted."InlS72,that'sva3the 
canny repetition of the wor^ U,S. SSIL Bnt aHer SALT I took effect, the 
ilooper in the 1972 SALT I treaty,. ■ ■ SSU was replaced Ijy tlie SSIS^ •whicii 

The 1972 mistake, not discovwed yras almost three times as Mg. 
nntii long after ratification, failed to*. ■: Presldrait Carter’s negotiattifS 
pin down specific HTnita on the siae of a. retraced' Sls^ger's slippery footsteps^ 
replacement for the SSll intareon^ relying on their own understanding rf 
tinentai ballistic missile GCBliO. Now, ia, the size of the SSlfl. The Soviets typi- 
3 new negotiating blooper discovered cally refused to agre» or disagree with 
as the Senate ratification debate ba-A theU5.definitloa. ■ . 

Sxas, SALT n does not clearly define^ - The State Department virtnaBy adnritar 

the size of Moscow's mainstay SSIS^^ ' .titat it could not nail down the Soviets 
ICTM, which it sets as the limit on tha-T Its “detailed analysis" of the treaty, sent 
size of any new missiles. ■ • T to ail senators, spells out this country’s 

■ 'That history should be so sadly t 9», posttiou: the. United States .“considers* 
played is explicabia only by tins fact: / the SS19 to have a launcitweight (weight 
The Bussians simp^ refused to agree in the silo) of 90,C00 kilograms and a 
«n 3 specific definition of the aiza of throw-weight (weight of the warheads) of 
the SSIA This adds new evidence that. ^6C0 Mlograms. Th^ axe key measure 
U.3. negotiators, under orders from-: menteofsizar-v - 
Washington for an agr^ment at almost. "These figures are based on our esfJ- 

any cost, bowed to the iron will of their' mate for the SSIS" the senators were 
Soviet counterparts. . - i;- - told. “The Soviet Union did not respond 

Ironically, the 1979 mistake occnrr^ - to this statement {but} the United 
£n an effort to correct the effect of the - States- will .regard these figuxes.a3 the 
1972 negotiating blunder. By failing to-, limits for the one new t 3 rpe of ...ICBit 
pin down the size of the new Soviet permitted to the United States." 

2CBM3, SALT I contributed to the vul- But win the Bussians? Kealista hero 
nerability of land-based UB. missiles, doubt it, anymore than in 1972, Kissinger 
limiting future Bussian ICBMs to the- learned the hard truth slowly, as UK. 
size of the SS19 is an effort to protect monitors in Iran began to accumulate 
the land-based UB. missile force.- - data on the true siza^-of the new SS19- 
But if there was no agreement on the ; being tested to replace the old SSIL 
&e. of the SS19, how can Moscow le- ■ Trapped by Soviet, duplicity three 
gallybeheldtothetermsofthetreaty? . years later, Kissinger,' found himself 
The answer: It cannot, any more than lamely explaining away the sudden aj^ 
at could be forced to comply with the pearance ,o£ the big SS19. “We obvi- 
clear understanding of limits on “new” ously did not know in 1972 what mis- 
missiles hr the 1972 treaty, negotiated ' sUes the Soviet Union would be testing' 
by He^ Kissinger. . in 1974,” Kissinger told a State Depart-: 

Kissinger rei^ to his later dismay, on ment pt^ conference on Dec, 9, 1975, ... 




Bttt there W33 no way to stop SS19 d©- 
’velopmenL Moscow blithely kept insist- 
ing its new .missile was just a slightly 
updated model of the old SSIL Now, 
following SALT H, the Bussians have a 
loophole to sustain their own version of 
a “legal” foUowon misails to the SS19 ■ 
by claiming that the UK. definition of 
the SSlTs size is simply wrong, and tha$ : 
Moscow never agreed to it ' i 

This would not come up if the. Bos* i 
sians played fair and squara But they i 
play to win; th^ take advantage «rf j 
whatever opportunity is granted. . | 

Discovery of Soviet deception on tha i 
. SS19 by the Nixon-Ford administraiion ■ 
long after SALT I took effect depended 
on Amssiea's aHy, Iranu- But the true i 
■ s ize of the SS19 Mmost csrtain'iv wonid j 
have eluded U.S. inteiligence for even : 
- longer had it not been for T.S^.''moiiitop- i 
i ng stations 'in ncrthem Iran, just south 
rhe jppin s oviet, test range . . 

Those s-mtions no longer exist, 2nd i 
Bie United States is not dose to du-r 
plicating them. This enhances the 1 
strong prc'babiiiiy that the one- new j 
Soviet nrissile permitted under thaj 
treaty will not only greatly exceed lin> | 
its set forth by U.S. ■negotiators but also i 
that the Soviets will not reveal its full ' 
launch-weight and throw-weight tmtii | 
it has been tested repeatedly— ^eady to I 
enter the Soviet missile force 
This undermines the SALT-seller^ ar-| 
gument that the treaty, while not ao-’ 
compUshing all that much, dees no^ 
harm. On the contrary, this new revels- 
. tion of non-Yankee bargaining suggests: 

, that the Soviet Union, under SALT.II as; 
under SALT I, wH loophole its .way toi 
nuclear supremacy while Americans^ 
play by the rules. . . . ' . J 
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